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thinning practices to produce larger-
sized prunes, continued improvement
in producer returns is expected.

For the 1991–92 through the 1999–
2000 crop years, the season average
price received by the producers ranged
from a high of $1,140 per ton to a low
of $764 per ton during the 1998–99 crop
year. The season average price received
by producers during that 9-year period
ranged from 39 percent to 68 percent of
parity. Based on available data and
estimates of prices, production, and
other economic factors, the season
average producer price for 2001–02
season is expected to be about the same
as the 2000–01 season average producer
price of $809 per ton, or about 36
percent of parity.

The Committee discussed alternatives
to this change, including making no
changes to the undersized prune
regulation and allowing market
dynamics to foster prune inventory
adjustments through lower prices on the
smaller prunes. While reduced grower
prices for small prunes are expected to
contribute toward a slow reduction in
dried prune inventories, the Committee
believed that the undersized rule change
is needed to expedite that reduction.
The Committee also considered the
potential impact of tree removals
through the industry-funded program
which removed about 3,500 acres, and
the proposed tree removal program to be
funded through USDA (California
Prune/Plum Diversion Program), but
concluded that these efforts alone were
not likely to reduce the oversupply of
small dried prunes sufficiently. With
the excess tonnage of dried prunes, the
Committee also considered establishing
a reserve pool and diversion program to
reduce the oversupply situation during
the 2001–02 crop year. This alternative
was not widely supported for a number
of reasons. Reserve pools for prunes
have historically been implemented
‘‘across the board’’ as far as sizes are
concerned. While there is an exchange
provision that allows handlers to
remove larger prunes from the pool by
replacing them with smaller prunes and
the value difference in cash, this would
be a comparatively cumbersome,
expensive-to-administer alternative to
changing the undersized rule as
proposed. A third alternative discussed
was to advance to a 25⁄32 screen
undersized regulation for French
prunes. However, handlers expressed
concern that this would reduce the
amount of manufacturing prunes
(approximately 6,000 tons) available for
the manufacture of prune juice and
concentrate. This would increase the
prices of these products.

Section 8e of the Act requires that
when certain domestically produced
commodities, including prunes, are
regulated under a Federal marketing
order, imports of that commodity must
meet the same or comparable grade,
size, quality, or maturity requirements
as the domestically produced
commodity. This action does not impact
the dried prune import regulation
because the action to be implemented is
for inventory management, not quality
control purposes. The smaller diameter
openings of 23⁄32 of an inch for French
prunes and 28⁄32 of an inch for non-
French prunes were implemented for
the purpose of improving product
quality. The recommended increases to
24⁄32 of an inch in diameter for French
prunes and 30⁄32 of an inch in diameter
for non-French prunes are for purposes
of inventory management. Therefore,
the increased diameters would not be
applied to imported prunes.

This action would not impose any
additional reporting or recordkeeping
requirements on either small or large
California dried prune handlers. As
with all Federal marketing order
programs, reports and forms are
periodically reviewed to reduce
information requirements and
duplication by industry and public
sector agencies.

The Department has not identified
any relevant Federal rules that
duplicate, overlap or conflict with this
proposed rule.

In addition, the Committee’s meeting
was widely publicized throughout the
prune industry and all interested
persons were invited to attend the
meeting and participate in Committee
deliberations on all issues. Like all
Committee meetings, the November 29,
2001, meeting was a public meeting and
all entities, both large and small, were
able to express views on this issue. The
Committee itself is composed of twenty-
two members. Seven are handlers,
fourteen are producers, and one is a
public member. Finally, interested
persons are invited to submit
information on the regulatory and
informational impacts of this action on
small businesses.

A small business guide on complying
with fruit, vegetable, and specialty crop
marketing agreements and orders may
be viewed at: http://www.ams.usda.gov/
fv/moab.html. Any questions about the
compliance guide should be sent to Jay
Guerber at the previously mentioned
address in the FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT section.

The Committee requested a comment
period through April 15, 2002, to allow
interested persons to respond to this
proposal. This longer comment period is

needed to give the Committee more time
to observe the bloom period during the
spring and industry shipment trends
during the year and allow sufficient
time to comment to the Department
concerning any changes that are deemed
appropriate. All written comments
timely received will be considered
before a final determination is made on
this matter.

List of Subjects in 7 CFR Part 993
Marketing agreements, Plums, Prunes,

Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements.

For the reasons set forth in the
preamble, 7 CFR part 993 is proposed to
be amended as follows:

PART 993—DRIED PRUNES
PRODUCED IN CALIFORNIA

1. The authority citation for 7 CFR
part 993 continues to read as follows:

Authority: 7 U.S.C. 601–674.

Note: This section will not appear in the
Code of Federal Regulations.

2. A new § 993.409 is added to read
as follows:

§ 993.409 Undersized prune regulation for
the 2002–03 crop year.

Pursuant to §§ 993.49(c) and 993.52,
an undersized prune regulation for the
2002–03 crop year is hereby established.
Undersized prunes are prunes which
pass through openings as follows: for
French prunes, 24⁄32 of an inch in
diameter; for non-French prunes, 30⁄32 of
an inch in diameter.

Dated: March 11, 2002.
A.J. Yates,
Administrator, Agriculture Marketing Service.
[FR Doc. 02–6144 Filed 3–14–02; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3410–02–P

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

10 CFR Part 72

RIN 3150–AG94

List of Approved Spent Fuel Storage
Casks: NAC–MPC Revision

AGENCY: Nuclear Regulatory
Commission.
ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: The Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (NRC) is proposing to
amend its regulations revising the NAC
International Multi-Purpose Canister
(NAC–MPC) cask system listing within
the ‘‘List of Approved Spent Fuel
Storage Casks’’ to include Amendment 2
to Certificate of Compliance (CoC)
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Number 1025. This amendment would
allow for modification of the design of
the cask system to accommodate a new
type of fuel. The NAC–MPC system
component modifications would
include increased length of the fuel
basket and canister, transfer cask, and
vertical concrete cask. Changes would
also include a redesigned fuel basket to
accommodate 26 fuel assemblies, with
an alternate 24-fuel assembly
configuration and increased transfer
cask radial shielding. The CoC would be
revised in its entirety to include a
reference to the new type of fuel and a
revised format. The Technical
Specifications (TS) would also be
revised in their entirety to include
specifications for the new type of fuel,
new operational limits, and to
incorporate a revised format for the TS.
DATES: Comments on the proposed rule
must be received on or before April 15,
2002.
ADDRESSES: Submit comments to:
Secretary, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission, Washington, DC 20555–
0001, Attn: Rulemakings and
Adjudications Staff.

Deliver comments to 11555 Rockville
Pike, Rockville, MD, between 7:30 a.m.
and 4:15 p.m. on Federal workdays.

Certain documents related to this
rulemaking, as well as all public
comments received on this rulemaking,
may be viewed and downloaded
electronically via the NRC’s rulemaking
Web site at http://ruleforum.llnl.gov.
You may also provide comments via
this website by uploading comments as
files (any format) if your web browser
supports that function. For information
about the interactive rulemaking site,
contact Ms. Carol Gallagher, (301) 415–
5905; e-mail CAG@nrc.gov.

Certain documents related to this rule,
including comments received by the
NRC, may be examined at the NRC
Public Document Room, 11555
Rockville Pike, Rockville, MD. For more
information, contact the NRC Public
Document Room (PDR) Reference staff
at 1–800–397–4209, 301–415–4737 or
by e-mail to pdr@nrc.gov.

Documents created or received at the
NRC after November 1, 1999, are also
available electronically at the NRC’s
Public Electronic Reading Room on the
Internet at http://www.nrc.gov/reading-
rm/adams.html. From this site, the
public can gain entry into the NRC’s
Agencywide Documents Access and
Management System (ADAMS), which
provides text and image files of NRC’s
public documents. An electronic copy
of the proposed Certificate of
Compliance (CoC) and preliminary
safety evaluation report (SER) can be

found under ADAMS Accession No.
ML013480571. If you do not have access
to ADAMS or if their problems in
accessing the documents located in
ADAMS, contact the NRC PDR
Reference staff at 1–800–397–4209, 301–
415–4737or by e-mail to pdr@nrc.gov.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Roger W. Broseus, telephone (301) 415–
7608, e-mail, RWB@nrc.gov of the Office
of Nuclear Material Safety and
Safeguards, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission, Washington, DC 20555–
0001.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: For
additional information see the direct
final rule published in the final rules
section of this Federal Register.

Procedural Background
This rule is limited to the changes

contained in Amendment 2 to CoC No.
1025 and does not include other aspects
of the NAC–MPC cask system design.
The NRC is using the ‘‘direct final rule
procedure’’ to issue this amendment
because it represents a limited and
routine change to an existing CoC that
is expected to be noncontroversial.
Adequate protection of public health
and safety continues to be ensured.

Because NRC considers this action
noncontroversial and routine, the
proposed rule is being published
concurrently as a direct final rule. The
direct final rule will become effective on
May 29, 2002. However, if the NRC
receives significant adverse comments
by April 15, 2002, then the NRC will
publish a document that withdraws this
action and will address the comments
received in response to the proposed
amendments published elsewhere in
this issue of the Federal Register. A
significant adverse comment is a
comment where the commenter
explains why the rule would be
inappropriate, including challenges to
the rule’s underlying premise or
approach, or would be ineffective or
unacceptable without a change. A
comment is adverse and significant if:

(1) The comment opposes the rule and
provides a reason sufficient to require a
substantive response in a notice-and-
comment process. For example, in a
substantive response:

(a) The comment causes the NRC staff
to reevaluate (or reconsider) its position
or conduct additional analysis;

(b) The comment raises an issue
serious enough to warrant a substantive
response to clarify or complete the
record; or

(c) The comment raises a relevant
issue that was not previously addressed
or considered by the NRC staff.

(2) The comment proposes a change
or an addition to the rule, and it is

apparent that the rule would be
ineffective or unacceptable without
incorporation of the change or addition.

(3) The comment causes the NRC staff
to make a change (other than editorial)
to the CoC or TS.

These comments will be addressed in
a subsequent final rule. The NRC will
not initiate a second comment period on
this action.

List of Subjects in 10 CFR Part 72

Administrative practice and
procedure, Criminal penalties,
Manpower training programs, Nuclear
materials, Occupational safety and
health, Penalties, Radiation protection,
Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements, Security measures, Spent
fuel, Whistleblowing.

For the reasons set out in the
preamble and under the authority of the
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended;
the Energy Reorganization Act of 1974,
as amended; and 5 U.S.C. 553, the NRC
is proposing to adopt the following
amendments to 10 CFR part 72.

PART 72—LICENSING
REQUIREMENTS FOR THE
INDEPENDENT STORAGE OF SPENT
NUCLEAR FUEL AND HIGH-LEVEL
RADIOACTIVE WASTE

1. The authority citation for Part 72
continues to read as follows:

Authority: Secs. 51, 53, 57, 62, 63, 65, 69,
81, 161, 182, 183, 184, 186, 187, 189, 68 Stat.
929, 930, 932, 933, 934, 935, 948, 953, 954,
955, as amended, sec. 234, 83 Stat. 444, as
amended (42 U.S.C. 2071, 2073, 2077, 2092,
2093, 2095, 2099, 2111, 2201, 2232, 2233,
2234, 2236, 2237, 2238, 2282); sec. 274, Pub.
L. 86–373, 73 Stat. 688, as amended (42
U.S.C. 2021); sec. 201, as amended, 202, 206,
88 Stat. 1242, as amended, 1244, 1246 (42
U.S.C. 5841, 5842, 5846); Pub. L. 95–601, sec.
10, 92 Stat. 2951 as amended by Pub. L. 102–
486, sec. 7902, 106 Stat. 3123 (42 U.S.C.
5851); sec. 102, Pub. L. 91–190, 83 Stat. 853
(42 U.S.C. 4332); secs. 131, 132, 133, 135,
137, 141, Pub. L. 97–425, 96 Stat. 2229, 2230,
2232, 2241, sec. 148, Pub. L. 100–203, 101
Stat. 1330–235 (42 U.S.C. 10151, 10152,
10153, 10155, 10157, 10161, 10168).

Section 72.44(g) also issued under secs.
142(b) and 148(c), (d), Pub. L. 100–203, 101
Stat. 1330–232, 1330–236 (42 U.S.C.
10162(b), 10168(c),(d)). Section 72.46 also
issued under sec. 189, 68 Stat. 955 (42 U.S.C.
2239); sec. 134, Pub. L. 97–425, 96 Stat. 2230
(42 U.S.C. 10154). Section 72.96(d) also
issued under sec. 145(g), Pub. L. 100–203,
101 Stat. 1330–235 (42 U.S.C. 10165(g)).
Subpart J also issued under secs. 2(2), 2(15),
2(19), 117(a), 141(h), Pub. L. 97–425, 96 Stat.
2202, 2203, 2204, 2222, 2244, (42 U.S.C.
10101, 10137(a), 10161(h)). Subparts K and L
are also issued under sec. 133, 98 Stat. 2230
(42 U.S.C. 10153) and sec. 218(a), 96 Stat.
2252 (42 U.S.C. 10198).
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2. In § 72.214, Certificate of
Compliance 1025 is revised to read as
follows:

§ 72.214 List of approved spent fuel
storage casks.

* * * * *
Certificate Number: 1025.
Initial Certificate Effective Date: April

10, 2000.
Amendment Number 1 Effective Date:

November 13, 2001.
Amendment Number 2 Effective Date:

May 29, 2002.
SAR Submitted by: NAC

International.
SAR Title: Final Safety Analysis

Report for the NAC-Multipurpose
Canister System (NAC-MPC System).

Docket Number: 72–1025.
Certificate Expiration Date: April 10,

2020.
Model Number: NAC–MPC.

* * * * *
Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 4th day

of March, 2002.
For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.

William D. Travers,
Executive Director for Operations.
[FR Doc. 02–6227 Filed 3–14–02; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7590–01–P

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

28 CFR Part 16

[AAG/A Order No. 259–2002]

Privacy Act of 1974; Implementation

AGENCY: Department of Justice.
ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: The Department of Justice,
Bureau of Prisons, proposes to exempt
a Privacy Act system of records from the
following subsections of the Privacy
Act: (e)(1) and (e)(5). This system of
records is the ‘‘Inmate Trust Fund
Accounts and Commissary Record
System’’ (JUSTICE/BOP–006), as
modified and described in today’s
notice section of the Federal Register.
This system continues to be exempted
from the subsections of the Privacy Act
as previously promulgated.

The additional exemptions are
necessary to preclude the compromise
of institution security; to ensure the
safety of inmates, Bureau personnel and
the public; to protect third party
privacy; to protect law enforcement and
investigatory information; and/or to
otherwise ensure the effective
performance of the Bureau’s law
enforcement functions.
DATES: Submit any comments by May
14, 2002.

ADDRESSES: Address all comments to
Mary Cahill, Management and Planning
Staff, Justice Management Division,
Department of Justice, Washington, DC
20530 (1400 National Place Building).
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mary Cahill (202) 307–1823.

This order relates to individuals
rather than small business entities.
Nevertheless, pursuant to the
requirements of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act, 5 U.S.C. 601–612, this
order will not have a significant
economic impact on a substantial
number of small entities.

List of Subjects in 28 CFR Part 16
Administrative practices and

procedure, Freedom of Information Act,
Government in the Sunshine Act, and
Privacy Act.

Pursuant to the authority vested in the
Attorney General by 5 U.S.C. 552a and
delegated to me by Attorney General
Order No. 793–78, it is proposed to
amend 28 CFR part 16 as follows:

1. The authority for Part 16 continues
to read as follows:

Authority: 5 U.S.C. 301, 552, 552a, 552b(g)
and 553; 18 U.S.C. 4203(a)(1); 28 U.S.C. 509,
510, 534, 31 U.S.C. 3717 and 9701.

2. Section is amended by adding
paragraphs (l) and (m) to read as
follows:

§ 16.97 Exemption of Federal Bureau of
Prisons Systems—limited access.
* * * * *

(l) The following system of records is
exempted pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 552a(j)
from subsections (e)(1) and (e)(5):
Bureau of Prisons Inmate Trust Fund
Accounts and Commissary Record
System, (JUSTICE/BOP–006).

(m) These exemptions apply only to
the extent that information in these
systems is subject to exemption
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 552a(j). Where
compliance would not appear to
interfere with or adversely affect the law
enforcement process, and/or where it
may be appropriate to permit
individuals to contest the accuracy of
the information collected, e.g. public
source materials, or those supplied by
third parties, the applicable exemption
may be waived, either partially or
totally, by the Bureau. Exemptions from
the particular subsections are justified
for the following reasons:

(1) From subsection (e)(1) to the
extent that the Bureau may collect
information that may be relevant to the
law enforcement operations of other
agencies. In the interests of overall,
effective law enforcement, such
information should be retained and
made available to those agencies with
relevant responsibilities.

(2) From subsection (e)(5) because in
the collection and maintenance of
information for law enforcement
purposes, it is impossible to determine
in advance what information is
accurate, relevant, timely and complete.
Data which may seem unrelated,
irrelevant or incomplete when collected
may take on added meaning or
significance as an investigation
progresses or with the passage of time,
and could be relevant to future law
enforcement decisions. In addition,
amendment of the records may interfere
with law enforcement operations and
would impose an impossible
administrative burden by requiring that
law enforcement information be
continuously reexamined, even where
the information may have been
collected from the record subject or
other criminal justice agencies. The
restrictions of subsection (e)(5) would
restrict and delay trained correctional
managers from timely exercising their
judgment in managing the inmate
population and providing for the safety
and security of the prisons and the
public.

Dated: February 28, 2002.
Robert F. Diegelman,
Acting Assistant Attorney General for
Administration.
[FR Doc. 02–6202 Filed 3–14–02; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4410–05–P

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

28 CFR Part 16

[AAG/A Order No. 257–2002]

Privacy Act of 1974; Implementation

AGENCY: Department of Justice.
ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: The Department of Justice,
Bureau of Prisons, proposes to exempt
a Privacy Act system of records from the
following subsections of the Privacy
Act: (e)(1) and (e)(5). This system of
records is the ‘‘Inmate Physical and
Mental Health Records System,
(JUSTICE/BOP–007)’’, as modified and
described in today’s notice section of
the Federal Register. This system
continues to be exempted from the
subsections of the Privacy Act as
previously promulgated.

The additional exemptions are
necessary to preclude the compromise
of institution security, to better ensure
the safety of inmates, Bureau personnel
and the public, to better protect third
party privacy, to protect law
enforcement and investigatory
information, and/or to otherwise ensure
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